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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed on 10/13/2008 has been entered. Claims 1 and 7 
have been cancelled. Claims 33 and 34 are added. Claims 2-6 and 8-34 are still 
pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicants argued features wherein a plurality of nodes determine a distance 
between themselves and a reference node based on the time it takes for a range 
response, read upon McCorkle in view of Woods as follows. 
McCorkle teaches local device communicating with remote devices with unique links 
and determining distance taking into account the transmit time receive time and delay to 
each remote device. Thus McCorkle shows the limitation of "allocate a reply period to 
each of the additional nodes when the second node has transmitted a range response 
to the first node and determine a distance between the second node and the plurality of 
the additional nodes based on the reply period and range response". 

Therefore, the argued limitations read upon the cited references or are written 
broad such that they read upon the cited references, as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over McCorkle (US 2003/0174048) in view of Wood, Jr. (US 6307848). 

Regarding claim 31 , A computer readable medium encoded with a computer 
program to be used in a wireless network comprising a first node , a second node and a 
plurality of eavesdropping additional nodes in direct contact with the second node, the 
computer readable medium encoded with a computer program which controls a 
processor to: allocate a reply bandwidth to each of the plurality of additional nodes 
when the second node has transmitted a range response to the first node and 
determine a distance between the second node and the plurality of additional nodes 
based on the reply period and the range response ([01 16][0126] and Figs. 4 and 5). 

McCorkle teaches allocating bandwidth to each device but fails to disclose 
allocating period to each device. Wood teaches allocating period to each device (col. 6 
lines 7-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of McCorkle, to allocating a 
time period to each device that is transmitting to the master device, as taught by 
Woods, thus allowing an uninterrupted communication with devices one at a time (col. 6 
lines 7-20). 
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Regarding claim 32, McCorkle discloses a computer readable medium ([0135]) 
but fails to teach a computer readable medium wherein said step of allocating is made 
in dependence on the power level of each of the plurality of eavesdropping nodes. 

Wood teaches a collision reduction mechanism by finding a random number for 
each replying device and grouping replying devices in a form of a tree with different 
levels. As more levels of the tree are skipped more battery power is saved. The replying 
devices use now known random value to conduct transmission (col. 10 lines 43-64). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to incorporate the collision reduction mechanism 
taught by Wood into the method disclosed by McCorkle in order to improve the power 
management of the network by taking into consideration of power capability of the 
transmitting device (col. 10 lines 43-64). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 2-6, 8-30, 33-34 are allowable. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KATHY WANG-HURST whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 270-5371 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:30am- 
5pm, alternate Fridays, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nick Corsaro can be reached on (571 ) 272-7876. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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